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Appendix Al: Documentation of Mixed Stock Status and GIS Mapping
DATE: 10/22/2007
TO: ASMFC Striped Bass Technical Committee
FROM: Wilson Laney, USFWS South Atlantic Fisheries Coordination Office
RE: Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise Maps

Numerous past tagging studies have documented the fact that migratory striped bass
wintering off the coasts of North Carolina and Virginia originate from stocks spawning from
North Carolina north (Boreman and Lewis 1987, North Carolina Striped Bass Study
Management Board 1991). As a part of the current stock assessment, the ASMFC Striped Bass
Tagging Subcommittee was requested to analyze the 20-year time series of striped bass tag and
recapture data from the Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise (Cruises) conducted annually from
1988-2007 by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and partners (see Welsh and others 2007, and
Laney and others 2007a for descriptions of study area and methods) and prepare GIS-based maps
of the distribution of released, tagged fish, and subsequent recaptures.

Raw data from the Cruises from the Maryland Department of Natural Resources-
Fisheries Service database, and recapture data from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service coastwide
striped bass tagging database, were reformatted as needed and analyzed using GIS (ArcGIS).
Although maps were generated for every Cruise year (Laney and others 2007b), for the sake of
brevity we have presented only those for the initial cruise year (1988) and every fifth year
thereafter (1993, 1998, and 2003). Three maps for each year depict the distribution of striped
bass captured, tagged, and released on the winter grounds; the distribution within the following
year of all recaptures from a given Cruise; and the distribution of 28 inch or greater recaptures
from a given Cruise for only the months March-April-May following the Cruise (see Figures 1-
12). The latter two map types plot recaptures as the centroid of the NOAA grid cell in which the
fish were recaptured, since exact locality data for most recaptures is lacking.

The resultant maps (and associated data) clearly indicate, especially when viewing spring
recaptures only, that the migratory striped bass wintering off NC and VA are from multiple
stocks, including the Albemarle-Roanoke, Chesapeake Bay, Delaware and Hudson, at a
minimum. Results of this analysis confirm those of prior studies (Boreman and Lewis 1987,
Welsh and others 2007).
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Appendix Al Figures

Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise:
Striped Bass Distribution - 1988
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Figure 1. Distribution of striped bass captured on the wintering grounds during the 1988
Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Recaptures by NOAA Zone Centroids
2/1/1988 -1/31/1989
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Figure 2. Distribution of all striped bass recaptures from 2/1/1988 — 1/31/1989 tagged during the
1988 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Figure 3. Distribution of 1988 spring recaptures of striped bass >711 mm and tagged during the
1988 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise:
Striped Bass Distribution - 1993
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Figure 4. Distribution of striped bass captured on the wintering grounds during the 1993
Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Figure 5. Distribution of all striped bass recaptures from 3/1/1993 — 2/28/1994 tagged during the
1993 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Figure 6. Distribution of 1993 spring recaptures of striped bass >711 mm and tagged during the
1993 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise:
Striped Bass Distribution - 1998
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Figure 7. Distribution of striped bass captured on the wintering grounds during the 1998
Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Recaptures by NOAA Zone Centroids
2/1/1998 -1/31/1999
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Figure 8. Distribution of all striped bass recaptures from 2/1/1998 — 1/31/1999 tagged during the
1998 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Figure 9. Distribution of 1998 spring recaptures of striped bass >711 mm and tagged during the
1998 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise:
Striped Bass Distribution - 2003
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Figure 10. Distribution of striped bass captured on the wintering grounds during the 2003
Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Recaptures by NOAA Zone Centroids
2/1/2003 -1/31/2004
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Figure 11. Distribution of all striped bass recaptures from 2/1/2003 — 1/31/2004 tagged during
the 2003 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Figure 12. Distribution of 2003 spring recaptures of striped bass >711 mm and tagged during the
2003 Cooperative Winter Tagging Cruise
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Appendix A2: Commercial Landings Data Sources
State Commercial Landings Monitoring Programs

Massachusetts

Fish dealers are required to obtain special authorization from the Division of Marine
Fisheries (DMF) in addition to standard seafood dealer permits to purchase striped bass directly
from fishermen. Dealer reporting requirements include weekly reporting to the DMF or Standard
Atlantic Fisheries Information System (SAFIS) of all striped bass purchases. If sent to DMF, all
harvest information is entered into SAFIS by DMF personnel. Harvest is tallied weekly to
determine proximity of harvest to the quota cap. Following the close of the season, dealers are
also required to provide a written transcript consisting of purchase dates, number of fish, pounds
of fish, and names and permit numbers of fishermen from whom they purchased. Fishermen
must have a DMF commercial fishing permit (of any type) and a special striped bass fishing
endorsement to sell their catch. They are required to file catch reports at the end of the season,
which include the name of the dealer(s) that they sell to and extensive information describing
their catch composition and catch rates. If an angler does not file a report, he/she can not obtain a
permit in the next year.

Rhode Island

Commercial harvest is reported through Interactive Voice Recording (IVR) and SAFIS.
The IVR is a phone-in system designed to monitor quota-managed species, including striped
bass. The reported data are aggregated by dealer and include gear, pounds landed, and date
landed. SAFIS collects trip level data over the web in accordance with data standards developed
by the Atlantic Coastal Cooperative Statistics Survey (ACCSP). Specific data fields include:
vessel name, vessel identification (state registration or US Coast Guard Documentation
Number), RI commercial license number, port landed, species, reported quantity, unit of
measure, date landed, and price. The commercial harvest reported for RI is considered a
complete census. The RI Division of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) plans to implement a harvester
logbook for the commercial finfish and crustacean fishery sectors next year. The resulting two-
ticket data collection system will provide catch and effort statistics and the associated gear types,
gear sets, and areas fished as well as validate data reported by dealers and commercial fishermen.

New York

New York’s annual quota (in pounds) is converted into a total number of fish, based on
the mean weight of striped bass sampled during state monitoring efforts in the prior year. Each
participant in the fishery is issued a fixed number of tags and a set of weekly report forms. The
regulations governing the fishery require that a commercial harvester tag each legal fish taken
within the slot limit for sale, and that report forms are completed daily, whether or not any
fishing trips were taken. Weekly reports are due Sunday following the week of reporting. At the
conclusion of the commercial season, all reports are due and any un-used tags must be returned
to the department. Each participant’s harvest records are examined to account for all tags issued.
A complete census of the commercial harvest is reported to NMFS each year.
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Delaware

Each fisherman has an Individual Transferable Quota (ITQ), for which they are issued
tags by the Division of Fish and Wildlife (DFW). Each harvested fish must be tagged by the
fisher and then tagged by a certified weigh station, which must call in catch daily. Fishers must
also submit a catch log.

Potomac River Fisheries Commission (DC)

Mandatory reports of daily activity are submitted on a weekly basis. Failure to report can,
and has, resulted in the loss of licenses. Harvest numbers are considered a complete census since
all fishermen must report. Each fisherman is given a report book with one sheet for each fishing
week at the beginning of the year. He/she records daily harvest (in pounds by market size
category and the number of striped bass ID tags used, i.e. the number of fish harvested), amount
of gear used (effort), the area of the river where the fish were caught and the port or creek of
landing. The buyer records the average selling price and the estimated discards are reported for
the week. The reports are mailed to the PRFC weekly and entered into the system and reported to
NMES via the Virginia Marine Resources Commission (VMRC).

Maryland

All commercially harvested striped bass are required to be tagged by the fishermen prior
to landing with serial numbered, tamper evident tags inserted in the mouth and out through the
operculum. These tags verify the harvester and easily identify legally harvested fish to the public
and law enforcement. Each harvest day and prior to sale, all tagged striped bass are required to
pass through a commercial fishery check station. Check station employees, acting as
representatives of MD Department of Natural Resources (DNR), count, weigh, and verify that all
fish are tagged. The check stations are required to call daily and report the total pounds of striped
bass checked the previous day, as well as keep daily written logs detailing the activity of each
fisherman, which are returned weekly by mail. Individual fishermen are required to report their
striped bass harvest on monthly fishing reports and to return their striped bass permit to DNR at
the end of the season.

Virginia

All permitted commercial harvesters of striped bass must report the previous month’s
harvesting activities to VMRC no later than the 5™ day of the following month, in accordance
with the VMRC regulation that governs the mandatory harvester reporting program. This
regulation requires that the monthly catch report and daily catch records shall include the name
and signature of the registered commercial fisherman and his license registration number, buyer
or private sale information, date of harvest, city or county of landing, water body fished, gear
type and amount used, number of hours gear fished, number of hours watermen fished, number
of crew on board including captain, species harvested, market category, and live weight or
processed weight of species harvested, and vessel identification (Coast Guard documentation
number, VA license number or Hull/VIN number). Any information on the price paid for the
catch may be provided voluntarily. In addition, all permitted commercial harvesters of striped
bass must record and report daily striped bass tag use and specify the number of tags used on
striped bass harvested in either the Chesapeake Area or Coastal Area. Daily striped bass tag use
on striped bass harvested from either the Chesapeake area or Coastal area, within any month,
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must be recorded on forms provided by the Commission and must accompany the monthly catch
report submitted no later than the 5" day of the following month. Any buyer permitted to
purchase striped bass harvested from Virginia tidal waters must provide written reports to
VMRC of daily purchases and harvest information on forms provided by VMRC. Such
information shall include the date of the purchase; buyer and harvester striped bass permit
numbers, and harvester Commercial Fisherman Registration License number. In addition, for
each different purchase of striped bass harvested from Virginia waters, the buyer shall record the
gear type, water area fished, city or county of landing, weight of whole fish, and number and
type of tags (Chesapeake area or Coastal area) that applies to that harvest. These reports shall be
completed in full and submitted monthly to VMRC no later than the 5t day of the following
month. In addition, during the month of December, each permitted buyer shall call the VMRC
interactive Voice Recording System, on a daily basis, to report his name and permit number,
date, pounds of Chesapeake area striped bass purchased, and pounds of Coastal area striped bass
purchased.

North Carolina

Commercial harvest is monitored real time through dealer reporting on a daily basis.
Dealers report total numbers of fish and total pounds each day. Each fish must have a Division of
Marine Fisheries (DMF) tag affixed through mouth and gills upon processing at the fish house.
However, the final numbers and pounds used in reports come from the NC DMF trip ticket
program. The trip ticket program collects gear data, species data, and total pounds per species
each time a commercial fisherman makes a sale at a fish house.

Commercial Harvest Length-Frequencies

Data on length and weight of commercially harvested striped bass are collected through
various state-specific sampling programs described below.

Massachusetts

Commercial port samplers visit fish houses throughout the state during the commercial
season and measure striped bass being sold. All fish present on a given day are sampled or if
there are too many, a sub-sample of totes containing fish are randomly selected. The number
measured (TL and FL) and weighted (pounds) is based on the discretion of the port sampler.
Approximately, 500-700 fish are measured each season. The length information collected is used
the generate length distributions of harvested fish.

Rhode Island

Dockside samples are collected from commercial floating fish trap and rod and reel
fisheries. Every individual striped bass observed is measured for fork length (inches) and
weighed (pounds). Sampling begins in May or June and continues through October, when the
majority of commercial fishing for striped bass in Rhode Island takes place. The low possession
limit, especially in the rod and reel fishery, limits the number of striped bass available for
sampling on any given day. The proportion of striped bass at length caught in the commercial
fisheries is assumed equal to the proportion of striped bass at length sampled from the
commercial harvest. The length frequency distributions are estimated separately for the trap and
rod and reel fisheries and generally about 185-492 fish are measured per year per gear type. The
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total number of striped bass commercial harvest is estimated for each fishery by using the sample
numbers and weights to extrapolate to the total weight landed. The estimated total number and
the proportions at length are multiplied to compute the estimated number at length for each gear.

New York

Each week during the open season, staff from the Bureau of Marine Resources visit
wholesale markets (packing houses), retail markets, or intercept commercial harvesters at
marinas or gas docks to sample striped bass caught for commercial purposes. The open
geographic area is limited in size, therefore only a few large wholesale markets/packing houses
are worth visiting. The information recorded from each fish includes the tag number, fork
length, total length, and weight. A sample of scales is collected from each fish. Each year,
approximately 1,000 samples are collected.

Delaware

Commercial harvest is sampled primarily at fish houses, but sometimes samples are
obtained prior to arrival at fish houses. DFW personnel are not always available to sample due to
other responsibilities. No formal sampling scheme exists due to the fact that samples are often
difficult to obtain because harvest can be sporadic in space and time. There is often also a
problem getting access to all fish in a fish house if they have been boxed up prior to DFW
personnel arrival. Usually in the two-month spring gill net season, DFW obtains 8-15 samples,
totaling a few hundred fish. Each fish is measured and weighed, sex is determined if possible,
and scale samples are taken.

Potomac River Fisheries Commission (DC)

A random sample (weekly or monthly) is purchased from local fish buyers. The samples
are transported to Virginia Institute of marine Sciences (VIMS), where length, weight, sex and
age (scales) are recorded. The recent average monthly harvest is used to establish a target
sampling frequency and sample sizes. Samples are processed by professionally trained people at
VIMS.

Maryland

Pound net sampling occurs during five rounds from May through October. Each round is
10 to 11 days long. Maryland waters of the Chesapeake Bay are subdivided into three regions;
the Upper Bay (Susquehanna Flats south to the Bay Bridge), the Middle Bay (Bay Bridge south
to a line stretching between Cove Point and Swan Harbor), and the Lower Bay (Cove Point/Swan
Harbor south to the Virginia line. For each round, an optimum number of fish to be sampled is
determined for each Bay region. At each net sampled, data recorded includes latitude and
longitude, date the net was last fished, depth, surface salinity, surface water temperature, air
temperature, secchi depth (m), and whether the net was fully or partially sampled. If the net is
fully sampled, all striped bass (including sub-legal fish) are measured for total length (mm TL)
and, healthy, legal-size fish (>457 mm total length) are tagged with USFWS internal anchor
streamer tags. If the pound net is partially sampled, legal-size striped bass are targeted for
tagging. Check stations across Maryland are randomly sampled for pound net and hook-and-line
harvested fish each month from June through November. For pound nets, sample targets of fish
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per month are established for June through August and for September through November. For
hook-and-line, a sample target of fish per month is established over the six-month season.

Virginia

VMRC has been collecting striped bass biological data since 1988. The field sampling
program 1is designed to sample striped bass harvests, in general proportion to the extent and
timing of these harvests within specific water areas. Since 2003, VMRC has managed its Coastal
Area and Chesapeake Area harvests by two different ITQ systems, and data collections
procedures are intended to ensure adequate representation of both harvest areas. Samples of
biological data are collected from seafood buyers’ place of business or dockside from off-loaded
striped bass caught by pound nets or haul seines. Infrequently, some gill net or commercial hook-
and-line fishermen’s harvests may be sampled directly. At a majority of the sites, striped bass are
sampled from a 50-pound box that was previously boxed and iced. At other sites, recently landed
fish are randomly sampled directly from the culling table. For each specimen, length is measured
using an electronic fish measuring board (FMB), with the accuracy of +/- 2.5 millimeters, and
weight is recorded directly to the FMB, from an Ohaus scale, accurate to the nearest 0.01 pound.
A sub-sample of fork lengths are taken, but all striped bass are measured for total length (natural)
from the tip of the fish snout to the end of its caudal fin. Sub-samples of sex information and fish
hard parts (scales and otoliths) are also collected, on a 1-inch interval basis. Generally, only 40-
50% of striped bass sampled for scales are also sampled for otoliths. Supplementary data is
collected for each biological sample, such as date of collection, harvest location, market grade,
harvest area, and gear type.

North Carolina

Samples are collected by DMF personnel at the fish houses or on the beach for the beach
seine fishery. DMF sets a target to collect length, weight, sex (Sykes method), and scale samples
from 300 fish per gear type, which is usually about 6% of the total harvest.

Commercial Age Samples

The primary ageing structures for striped bass are scales. All states with commercial
striped bass fisheries collected samples on a routine basis. Descriptions of the sampling programs
are below.

Massachusetts

Commercial port samplers visit fish houses throughout the commercial season and collect
scale samples from striped bass being sold. Generally, scale samples from 500-800 fish are
collected each season. The proportion that each age comprised the total samples is estimated
from a sub-sample of 250-350 fish which guarantees a precision of +7-10% at a= 0.05. Weighted
proportions at age are generated by weighting the age proportions sampled in each county by
county harvest. Scales are impressed in plastic using a heated press and aged by projecting
impressions on a microfiche machine.

Rhode Island
Scales are removed from each striped bass that is weighed and measured in the
commercial dockside sampling program. A sample of scales (typically seven or more) is
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removed from the area behind the pectoral fin and then cataloged for ageing. The number of age
samples taken range from 185 to 492 per year per gear type.

New York

A sample of scales is collected from each fish sampled by staff from the Bureau of
Marine Resources (as described in the previous New York section). Each year, approximately
1,000 age samples are collected. Scales are pressed into clear acetate and age assignment is
completed by a minimum of two readers. Age assignments are compared for agreement.
Disagreements are settled by a group reading or repress of the sample. Samples for which no
agreement can be reached are often discarded from the set.

Delaware

Commercial harvest is sampled primarily at fish houses, but sometimes samples are
obtained prior to arrival at fish houses. DFW personnel are not always available to sample due to
other responsibilities. No formal sampling scheme exists due to the fact that samples are often
difficult to obtain because harvest can be sporadic in space and time. There is often also a
problem getting access to all fish in a fish house if they have been boxed up prior to DFW
personnel arrival. Usually in the two-month spring gill net season, DFW obtains 8-15 samples,
totaling a few hundred fish. Each fish is measured and weighed, sex is determined if possible,
and scale samples are taken.

Potomac River Fisheries Commission (DC)

A random sample (weekly or monthly) is purchased from local fish buyers. The samples
are transported to VIMS, where length, weight, sex and age (scales) are recorded. The recent
average monthly harvest are used to establish a target sampling frequency and sample sizes. The
sample is ‘worked-up’ by professionally trained people at VIMS.

Maryland

Age composition of the pound net and hook-and-line fisheries is estimated via two-stage
sampling (Kimura 1977, Quinn and Deriso 1999). The first stage refers to total length samples
taken during the surveys, which was assumed to be a random sample of the commercial harvest.
In this case, the length frequencies from hook-and-line and pound net check stations were
combined with the pound net tagging length frequency. In stage 2, a random sub-sample of
scales was aged which were selected in proportion to the length frequency of the initial sample.
The total number of scales to be aged was determined using a Vartot analysis which is a derived
index measuring the precision of an age-length key (Kimura 1977, Lai 1987). Regardless of the
sample size indicated by the Vartot analysis, 10 fish in each length category over 700 mm TL
were aged. Year-class was determined by reading acetate impressions of the scales placed in
microfiche readers, and age was calculated by subtracting year-class from collection year. The
resulting ages were used to construct an age-length key.

Virginia
VMRC has been collecting striped bass biological data since 1988. The field sampling

program is designed to sample striped bass harvests, in general proportion to the extent and
timing of these harvests within specific water areas. Since 2003, Virginia has managed its
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Coastal Area and Chesapeake Area harvests by two different ITQ systems, and data collections
procedures are intended to ensure adequate representation of both harvest areas. Samples of
biological data are collected from seafood buyers’ place of business or dockside from offloaded
striped bass caught by pound nets or haul seines. Infrequently, some gill net or commercial hook-
and-line fisherman’s harvests may be sampled directly. At a majority of the sites, striped bass are
sampled from a 50-pound box that was previously boxed and iced. At other sites, recently landed
fish are randomly sampled directly from the culling table. For each specimen, length is measured
using an electronic fish measuring board (FMB), with the accuracy of +/- 2.5 millimeters, and
weight is recorded directly to the FMB, from an Ohaus scale, accurate to the nearest 0.01 pound.
A sub-sample of fork lengths are taken, but all striped bass are measured for total length (natural)
from the tip of the fish snout to the end of its caudal fin. Sub-samples of sex information and fish
hard parts (scales and otoliths) are also collected, on a 1-inch interval basis. Generally, only 40-
50% of striped bass sampled for scales are also sampled for otoliths. Supplementary data is
collected for each biological sample, such as date of collection, harvest location, market grade,
harvest area, and gear type.

North Carolina

Scales are obtained from striped bass above the lateral line and below the dorsal fin,
pressed on acetate sheets using a Carver heated hydraulic press and read by DMF personnel on a
microfiche reader. Age is assigned using ASMFC striped bass ageing guidelines. A sub-sample
of 15 fish per sex per 25 mm size group are aged. Year class is then assigned to the remainder of
the sample.

Commercial Harvest-At-Age

Commercial harvest at age are usually estimated by applying corresponding length-
frequency distributions and age-length keys to the reported number of fish landed by the
commercial fisheries in each state. State-specific descriptions of the estimation procedures are
below.

Massachusetts

The proportion that each age comprises the total samples of harvested fish is estimated
from a sub-sample of 250-350 fish which guarantees a precision of +10% at o= 0.05. Weighted
proportions at age are generated by weighting the age proportions sampled in each county by
county harvest. The number of fish harvested is then multiplied by the proportions-at-age to get
numbers harvested-at-age.

Rhode Island

Gear-specific age-length keys are computed based on the length and age samples
collected from the commercial dockside sampling program. The keys are applied to the
commercial length frequencies to estimate the catch-at-age for each gear. The numbers at age
are summed over gear types to provide an estimate of the total commercial catch-at-age for the
year.
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New York

Since sampling is conducted weekly throughout the open season and open geographic
area, it is assumed that the annual sample is representative of the harvest. The number of fish
harvested is disaggregated by the length and age frequency of the monitoring samples. No effort
has been made to apportion the release data to length or age classes because no physical samples
are collected.

Delaware

The DFW develops keys from age-length samples. In lesser fisheries, such as the
commercial hook and line, personnel often does not obtain adequate samples and has to borrow
from other sources, because harvest are quite sporadic and scarce (~5,000 Ibs landed over several
months).

Potomac River Fisheries Commission (DC)

Harvest is apportioned via ageing of the commercial samples. No age data (except fish <
18”) are collected for released fish. Also included is information on the For-Hire fisheries, as the
PRFC considers party, charter, guide and other such boats as commercial operations that carry
recreational fishermen. PRFC requires a commercial license for the captain and requires him to
have a sport fishing decal (license) for his boat that exempts his passengers from needing to be
individually licensed. Captains use a logbook system to report their boats’ catch and estimates of
the released fish. PRFC also cooperates with the NMFS “For-Hire” Survey by providing a
monthly list of boats and captains licensed to carry fee-paying passengers in the Potomac. This
allows NMFS to include the PRFC boats in their database and to survey them. At present, NMFS
is unable to produce a separate catch and release estimate for the Potomac, but the information
on the total harvest is included in the MD and VA estimate. Since, the PRFC, MD and VA all
share in one overall Chesapeake Bay F-base management system, there is no immediate need for
a Potomac River sub-total for the “For-Hire” fishery.

Maryland

The harvest-at-age for each fishery is calculated by applying the age-length key
developed from the hook-and-line and pound net data to the length frequencies observed in each
fisheries and expanding the resulting age distribution to the harvest.

Virginia

Harvest data are apportioned to age classes by using an area-specific (Chesapeake Area
or Coastal Area), seasonal age-length key (if possible) or annual key. Collected lengths and the
age-length key are inputs, along with the harvest weight, into the template that has been used for
3 years to determine catch at age.

North Carolina

Total pounds landed is obtained from trip ticket program. Then year classes are
apportioned to harvest based on the percentage of pounds per year class as observed in the
sample taken from fish houses. Numbers of fish per year class are then assigned using the
average weight per fish per year class as observed in the sample.
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Appendix A3: Estimation of Virginia and North Carolina Wave-1 Harvest, 1996-2004
DT:  7/11/2005
TO: ASMFC Striped Bass Technical Committee
FR:  Joseph Grist, ASMFC
RE:  MRFSS North Carolina Wave-1 2004 harvest
Introduction

During the March 2005 Striped Bass Technical Committee (STB TC) meeting, the results
for the 2004 wave-1 North Carolina (NC) harvest were reported. This was the first time wave-1
was directly sampled by the Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics Survey (MRFSS), and the
results were both predictable and a cause for concern. A total of 177,288 striped bass (equivalent
to 3,615,670 1b) were harvested during wave-1 in North Carolina.

Anecdotal knowledge has suggested that North Carolina, Virginia, and possibly other
states had a sizeable wave-1 fishery. The 2004 wave-1 harvest values for North Carolina and the
wave-1 tag return data (Figure 1) for North Carolina and Virginia support this suggestion.
However, information is still lacking on what the previous annual harvest rates were, as well as
the level of exploitation in Virginia and elsewhere during wave-1. The STB TC requested an
examination of the data that included suggestions for how to incorporate these data efficiently
into the coastwide STB assessment.

The goal of this analysis is to determine if tag return data during wave-6 and wave-2 are
correlated with the reported total harvest and, if so, if a proxy ratio may be utilized to back-
calculate wave-1 data for North Carolina and Virginia.

Data

Striped bass tag return data from North Carolina and Virginia were provided by the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). Data were queried from the MRFSS website
(http://www.st.nmfs.gov/stl/recreational/queries/effort/effort time_series.html) on July 11, 2005
for North Carolina and Virginia, having selected variables by harvest (A+B1), all oceans
combined, and all modes combined.

Methods

Tag return and MRFSS data were merged by wave and by year and were analyzed for
each state. SAS 9.1 was utilized to calculate Pearson’s correlation coefficient (PROC CORR),
generate linear regressions, and conduct ANOVA or analysis of variance (PROC REQG) to test
for similarities between tag return and total harvest data by wave. Only wave-6 (November and
December) and Wave-2 (March and April) data were analyzed.
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Results

North Carolina

Tag returns were positively correlated with total harvest (0.5828) during wave-6 (Figure
2). ANOVA indicated significant evidence (p-value = 0.0366) that total harvest could explain
the proportion of tag returns during wave-6.

Tag returns were positively correlated with total harvest (0.9518) during wave-2 (Figure
3). ANOVA indicated significant evidence (p-value < 0.0001) that total harvest could explain
the proportion of tag returns during wave-2.

Virginia

Tag returns were positively correlated with total harvest (0.5827) during wave-6 (Figure
4). Although ANOVA did not indicate statistically significant evidence (p-value = 0.0599) that
total harvest could explain the proportion of tag returns during wave 6, the given p-value
indicates suggestive, but inconclusive, evidence that the null hypothesis is false, possibly
representing biological significance.

Tag returns were slightly negatively correlated with total harvest (-0.4007) during wave-2
(Figure 5). ANOVA did not indicate significant evidence (p-value = 0.4311) that total harvest
could explain the proportion of tag returns during wave-2. However, the tag return data were not
consistent from year to year and a negative correlation was expected.

Estimates of Wave-1 Harvest 1996-2004

Based on the above analyses and suggestion from the Striped Bass TC, Table 1 contains
estimates for total harvest for each state.

North Carolina

Wave-1 total harvest for 1996-2003 is based on the NC specific 2004 wave-1 ratio of tag
returns to MRFSS total harvest numbers. There were 47 tags returned during the wave-1 fishery
period for the ocean fishery. The MRFSS reported harvest (A+B1) was 177,288 striped bass
during the same period. This resulted in a 2004 ratio tags to harvest of 0.000265. This ratio was
applied to the wave-1 tag returns for the NC ocean fishery to provide a back-calculated total
harvest for wave-1 in NC.

Virginia

Unlike NC, a 2004 wave-1 total harvest was not reported. However, analysis of the tag
returns suggested that a winter fishery similar to that of North Carolina occurred off VA during
2004. The July 11™ report to the TC did indicate that VA wave-6 tag returns were positively
correlated to harvest and implied biological significance, though wave-2 analysis did not.
Personal communication with Sara Winslow (NCDMF) confirmed that the winter fishery begins
in the latter half of wave-6 and continues into wave-1 in northeastern NC, and similar trends
would be expected for southeastern VA. Anecdotally, this suggested that wave-6 and wave-1
harvest would show some level of correlation in fishing activity. Using known wave-1 tag
returns, a mean ratio (0.000167) of tag returns to harvest for VA wave-6, 1996-2004, was
utilized to back-calculate the total wave-1 harvest.
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Summary

The 2004 wave-1 total harvest for North Carolina corresponds with observed recreational
effort that begins during wave-6 and continues into wave-1 throughout the coastal waters of
northeastern North Carolina and southeastern Virginia (Sara Winslow, NCDMF, personal
communication).

Analysis indicates that tag return data can be used to explain total harvest in wave-6 and
wave-2 in North Carolina. If the assumption that wave-1 follows a similar trend is acceptable by
the STB TC, then wave-1 data before 2004 could be back-calculated for North Carolina striped
bass harvest. There are two possible methods for back-calculation (Figure 6). One would be
using the direct 2004 ratio of tag returns to reported total harvest. The other would be to use the
combined ratio of tag returns to total harvest for both wave-6 and wave-2.

Correlation analysis for Virginia did indicate total harvest could be explained by tag
returns, although ANOVA did not provide strong evidence for or against the reported
correlation. However, tag return evidence does show a wave-1 striped bass fishery is occurring
in Virginia (Figure 1), and using the wave-6 mean ratio of tag returns to reported total harvest for
1996-2004 could be utilized to back-calculate the wave-1 striped bass recreational fishery
(Figure 7).

Appendix A3 Tables

Table 1. Estimates of wave-1 harvest by the winter striped bass recreational fisheries off Virginia
and North Carolina.

Total harvest values

Year (projected)
NC VA
1996 18,860 5,985
1997 49,037 83,793
1998 15,088 89,778
1999 18,860 107,734
2000 7,544 53,867
2001 18,860 53,867
2002 75,442 89,778
2003 79,214 53,867
2004 177,288* 155,616

*actual harvest
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Appendix A3 Figures
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Figure 1. Wave-1 tag returns for Virginia and North Carolina
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Figure 2. Wave-6 tag returns versus total harvest for North Carolina
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Figure 3. Wave-2 tag returns versus total harvest for North Carolina
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Figure 4. Wave-6 tag returns versus total harvest for Virginia.
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Figure 5. Wave-2 tag returns versus total harvest for Virginia
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Figure 6. Comparison of harvest projections for North Carolina wave-1
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Figure 7. Harvest projection for Virginia wave-1

Estimation of Virginia Wave 1 Harvest in 2005 and 2006

In Appendix C of the 2005 stock assessment, a memo from Joe Grist states “Personal
communication with Sara Winslow (NCDMF) confirmed that the winter fishery begins in the
latter half of wave-6 and continues into wave-1 in northeastern NC, and similar trends would be
expected for southeastern VA.” If the fisheries are similar because of their close proximity, it
follows that complete information on harvest from NC in 2005 and 2006 could be used to
provide more realistic estimates of harvest in Virginia during wave 1.

If it is assumed that the number of tags returned from killed fish is proportional to the
numbers of fish harvested regardless of location, the ratio of the NC harvest in wave 1 to tag
returns from NC harvested fish will provide a means by which harvest in Virginia can be
estimated in the same wave using Virginia wave 1 tag returns:

VA harvest = NC harvest/NC tag returns*VA tag returns

“Killed” tag numbers from only recreational anglers fishing were extracted from the
USFWS tag database using the following codes:

Region = "COAST",
disposition="K"
recapturertype="H" or "S",
event=1

capmonth =1 or 2
capyear=2005 or 2006
State = "NC" (or "VA")
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To match the tag data, estimates of wave 1 NC harvest from charter/private boats in the
state territorial seas for 2005 and 2006 were extracted from the MRFSS website.

Estimates of harvest are given below

Wave 1 Wave 1
NC NC Ratio VA Est.
Year Harvest | Tag Returns | (har/tags) Tag Returns Harvest
2005 71981 14 5141.50 7 35991
2006 84144 23 3658.43 23 84144
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Appendix A4: Recreational Fishery Monitoring Programs
Recreational Harvest and Releases

Information on harvest and release numbers, harvest weights, and sizes of harvested bass
come from the National Marine Fisheries Service’s Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics Survey
(MRFSS). The MRFSS data collection consists of a stratified intercept survey of anglers at fishing
access sites that obtains numbers of fish harvested and released per angler trip, and a telephone survey
that derives numbers of angler trips. Estimates of harvest and release numbers are derived on a bi-
monthly basis. For detailed descriptions of the MRFSS program, see http:/www.st.nmfs.gov/
stl/recreational/overview/overview.html.

Recreational Length-Frequencies of Harvested Fish

Most states use the length frequency distributions of harvested striped bass measured by the
MRFSS. The MRFSS measurements are converted from fork length (inches) to total length (inches)
using conversion equations. Proportions-at-length are calculated and multiplied by the MRFSS
harvest numbers to obtain total number harvest-at-length. The sample sizes of harvested bass
measured by MRFSS may be inadequate for estimation of length frequencies; therefore, some states
use length data from other sources (e.g., volunteer angler programs) to increase sample sizes.
Descriptions of these programs are below.

Maine

A volunteer angler program targets avid striped bass fishermen as a means of collecting
additional length data. Though this has increased the sample size of the MRFSS, it still overlooks
lengths and weights on sub-legal or released stripers. Because many anglers opt for catch and release,
field interviewers actually see limited numbers of fish. An angler using the Volunteer Angler
Logbook (VAL) records information about fish harvested or released during each trip for themselves
and any fishing companions. Information about each trip is also recorded, including time spent
fishing, area fished, number of anglers, and target species. At the end of the season each angler mails
his/her logbook to the Department of Marine Resources (DMR), which is then copied and sent back to
the angler.

Massachusetts

For released and harvested fish, volunteer recreational anglers are solicited to collect length
and scale samples from striped bass that they captured each month (May-October). Each person is
asked to collect a minimum of 5 scales from at least 10 fish per month, place the scales in marked
coin envelopes, and record the disposition of each fish (released or harvested), fishing mode (boat or
shore-based fishing), and location. Over 2,200 samples are received each year from over 100 anglers.
Starting in 2005, DMF began using the MRFSS length data and the volunteer angler harvest length
data to estimate the length structure of harvested fish. This is done by first generating the percentages-
at-length from MRFSS and volunteer program by fishing mode and then averaging the proportions-
at-length across programs. DMF then estimates the harvest by fishing mode and applies the numbers
to the correct proportions-at-length to get harvest numbers at length and fishing mode, and then sums
across modes to get total numbers harvested-at-length. The volunteer angler data adds about 200-400
extra measurements to estimate harvest length distributions.
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Connecticut

The Volunteer Angler Survey (VAS) is designed to collect fishing trip and catch information
from marine recreational (hook and line) anglers who volunteer to record their angling activities via a
logbook. VAS anglers contribute valuable fisheries-specific information concerning striped bass,
fluke, bluefish, scup, tautog, and other important finfish species used in monitoring and assessing fish
populations inhabiting Connecticut marine waters. The survey logbook is easy to fill out. Each
participating angler is assigned a personal code number for confidentiality. Recording instructions are
provided on the inside cover of the logbook. Upon completion, anglers tape the pre-postage paid
logbook shut and drop it off in the mail. Anglers that send in logbooks are rewarded with a VAS
cooler and updated results of the program. After all the logbooks are computer entered and error
checked, the logbooks are returned to each participant for their own records. The CT Fisheries
Division has annually supplemented the MRFSS survey with about 2,000-3,000 length measurements
from the angler survey.

New York

The MRFSS length data are not used in any fashion. Instead, the American Littoral Society’s
(ALS) release data are used to estimate length distribution of both harvested fish (>28) and released
fish (B2 sub-legal <28”). The sample sizes are about 5,000 fish each year.

New Jersey

New Jersey collects information on harvested fish through the Striped Bass Bonus Program
(SBBP). NJ’s historical commercial quota forms the basis of this program where a recreational angler
can harvest one additional striped bass per day measuring not less than 28 inches. Any striped bass
taken under the provision of the SBBP are to be transported to the nearest authorized fish checking
station by the person who caught the fish on the day it was harvested. The angler is also required to
fill out a non-transferable card to be filled out immediately upon harvesting the fish with the
following information: date, location caught, and length. Once the fish is taken to a check station, the
check stations may also record the weight (Ibs) and take scale samples. Party and charter boat captains
who participate in the program (this allows for a patron of the boat to harvest a 3 fish) will also
record the data mentioned above and collect scale samples from all harvested Bonus fish. All of this
information, both individual and P/C boats harvest, is turned in (mandatory harvest reporting) to the
NJ Bureau of Marine Fisheries for monitoring, entry, and analysis.

Maryland

There are two additional sources for size frequency data: a volunteer angler survey and the
DNR creel survey during the spring trophy season. Neither of the additional surveys employ statistical
design. The volunteer angler survey is described in the next MD section. The DNR creel survey was
initiated in 2002. The survey samples access sites (docks and marinas) with the largest volume of
recreational angler traffic during the spring trophy season (mid-April to mid-May). The number of
intercepted boats has varied from 137 to 181, number of anglers from 180 to 461, and the number of
examined fish from 460 to 510. Biological data collected during the survey includes total length,
weight, sex, spawning condition, and age (both scales and otoliths are collected). Other fishing
statistics are collected, such as number of hours fished, number of lines fished, boat type, number of
anglers per boat, number of fish kept, and number of fish released.
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Recreational Length-Frequencies of Released Fish

Data on sizes of released striped bass come mostly from state-specific sampling programs.
Proportions-at-length are calculated and multiplied by the MRFSS dead discard numbers to obtain
total number released dead-at-length. Descriptions of these programs are below.

Maine

Release data are collected through the Volunteer Angler Survey, as described in the previous
Maine section. DMR has annually supplemented the MRFSS survey with about 5000-8000 length
measurements from the Volunteer Angler Survey.

New Hampshire

The Fish and Game Department (FGD) uses a striped bass volunteer angler survey for anglers
fishing in New Hampshire. Roughly 45-50 volunteer anglers per year report information about each
striped bass fishing trip they take that originates in NH. They are asked to measure every striped bass
they catch (both harvested and released fish) to the nearest inch. Volunteers report on roughly 1000-
1700 trips each year and provide usable measurements on 3500-7000 fish each year. About 95% of
the measured fish are released (87% sub-legal size and 8% legal size).

Massachusetts

For released and harvested fish, volunteer recreational anglers are solicited to collect length
and scale samples from striped bass that they captured each month (May-October). Each person is
asked to collect a minimum of 5 scales from at least 10 fish per month, place the scales in marked
coin envelopes, and record the disposition of the each fish (released or harvested), and fishing mode.
Over 2,200 samples are received each year from over 100 anglers. Approximately 1,000-1,500
lengths of released striped bass are reported each year.

Rhode Island
The size structure of striped bass released from Rhode Island’s recreational fishery is based on
the American Littoral Society’s (ALS) release data for Rhode Island by year.

Connecticut
Release data come from the Volunteer Angler Survey, as described in the previous
Connecticut section. About 2000-3000 length measurements of released fishes are obtained each year.

New York

The ALS release data are used to estimate length distribution. The ALS tags are released all
around the marine district of New York all year long. Because fish can be tagged at any size, the
Bureau of Marine Resources gets both legal and sub-legal length distributions, both within and
outside NY’s open recreational season. Thus, the length distribution for harvested fish is from the
fish >28 in, and the length distribution for the released fish is from the sub-legal (i.e., <28).

New Jersey

Lengths of released striped bass are collected through a volunteer angler survey (VAS), as
described in the previous New Jersey section. It is important to note that, although the VAS is
primarily administered trough the SBBP, the VAS and the SBBP are independent data sources.
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Someone does not need to harvest a Bonus fish or have the Bonus cards in order to participate in, fill
out, and submit their logbooks. There is a broad range of participant avidity and apparent skill level —
from someone that fishes once or twice a year and does not catch/harvest a single bass to someone
that fishes 100 days of the year. The only ‘screening/removal’ of logbooks for analysis the Bureau of
Marine Fisheries conducts is to ensure the logbooks are filled out correctly and contain the proper
information. Information on the size composition of harvested and released fish as well as effort (by
trip and even hours), CPUE and fishing mode are available by region. (The state is broken down into
30 different regions and each location provided by the fisherman is assigned to one of those areas.)
The VAS survey was initiated in 1990 when the NJ Fish and Wildlife initiated the SBBP. VAS
provides about 500-1500 length measurements on released fish per year.

In addition to the VAS, length information is also collected through Party/Charter Boat
Logbooks, administered through the SBBBP. Each boat that signs up to participate in the SBBP is
mailed a logbook as well as the instructions on how to fill it out properly. A Private/Charter boat does
not need to use or harvest any SBBP fish to fill out or participate in the logbook survey but they do
need to be a participant in the SBBP. Boat owners are asked to fill out a daily trip logbook for each
trip they take when targeting striped bass, even if no striped bass are caught; they are not asked to
record striped bass information when they are making trips targeting other species. They are asked to
record the date, location fished, number of patrons, number of hours fished, lengths of released fish
(longest length to the nearest inch), number of released fish, lengths of harvested fish, and number of
harvested fish. Logbooks must be completed even if no Bonus Cards are used or all bonus cards have
been used for the year. All logbooks are returned by the end of the season. Private/Charter Boat
Logbooks were first collected in 1997 and have continued ever since. Much of this data has never
been looked at closely or analyzed but all of the information has been entered, checked, and screened
for incorrect information.

Delaware
The American Littoral Society’s release length data for New Jersey are used. About 50 to 300
length measurements are available each year.

Maryland

There are two additional sources for size frequency data: a volunteer angler survey and the
DNR creel survey during the spring trophy season. Neither of the additional surveys employs
statistical design. The DNR creel survey is described in the previous MD section. Maryland DNR has
conducted a volunteer angler survey to obtain information on size structure of kept and released
striped bass in the recreational fishery since 2000. The areas and time periods covered are defined by
the number of responses received from anglers. Anglers are asked to provide information on the date
of fishing, number of hours fished, number of anglers in the party, and method of fishing. Anglers
also record the total number of striped bass kept and the total number of striped bass released and
measure and record the length for the first twenty striped bass caught. A separate form is filled for
each trip even if no fish are caught. If more than one survey participant is fishing on the same boat,
only one designated individual is asked to fill out the survey form for the group for that day to avoid
duplication. The data are submitted to MD DNR either on paper forms or via internet entry.
Participation varies from year to year, which is reflected in the total number of entries. The number of
reported trips varies between 200 and 300 and the total number of measured fish varies approximately
from 600 to 2000 per year. Volunteer angler survey data are combined with the MRFSS information
and MD DNR Spring Trophy Survey to characterize size frequency distribution of recreational
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harvest by wave. Volunteer survey data are the only source for the characterization of the discards.
The volunteer survey does not provide age information.

Virginia
Data on releases are derived from the MD DNR Volunteer Logbook Survey described above.

North Carolina
North Carolina does not collect information on size of releases. Usually, release length
frequency data that reflect the release sizes in NC are borrowed from other states.

Recreational Age Data

Many states collect scale samples during state sampling programs designed to collect
information on harvest and released striped bass from the recreational fishery (described above). For
those states that do not collect scale samples, age-length keys are usually borrowed from neighboring
states. Detailed descriptions of how age samples are collected are given below.

Massachusetts

For released and harvested fish, volunteer recreational anglers are solicited to collect length
and scale samples from striped bass that they capture each month (May-October). Each person is
asked to collect a minimum of 5 scales from at least 10 fish per month and record the disposition of
the each fish (released or harvested) and fishing mode. Over 2,200 samples are received each year
from over 100 anglers. The size frequency of released fishes by mode are used to allocate MRFSS
release numbers by mode among size classes. A sub-sample of all scale samples collected (about 450-
520 fish/yr) are aged and combined with commercial samples (250 fish/yr) and tagging samples
(about 150-300 fish/yr) to produce an age-length key used to convert the MRFSS size distribution into
age classes. Recreational scale samples are selected using a weighted random design based on the
total number of striped bass caught in each wave and mode stratum (as determined by MRFSS).

New York

An age-length key is created using data from NY’s combined projects: the cooperative angler
survey, western Long Island beach seine survey, and a Fall ocean haul seine survey. The cooperative
angler (fishery-dependent) data is from both kept and released fish, but the geographical distribution
of the samples are biased towards the Western Long Island Sound. Samples are at the pleasure of the
cooperating fishers, collected pretty much all year long. Each year, anglers contribute anywhere from
500 to 5,000 samples, over a fairly wide range of sizes. The beach seine survey is a multi-species,
fishery-independent survey conducted at fixed sampling sites in bays around the north and south
shores of Long Island. Most of the samples are of small juvenile fish, but some larger adult fish are
caught. Each year the beach seine survey contributes approximately 1,000 length/age samples
collected over the months of April through November. The Fall ocean haul seine survey is a fishery-
independent survey conducted at fixed survey sites. The geographic distribution of sampling is biased
towards the eastern South Shore of Long Island, during the months of September through December.
Each year, about 1,000 to 2,500 samples are collected. The survey samples the adult coastal migratory
mixed striped bass stocks. The age-length key created is applied to both legal and sub-legal fish
(assumed harvest and discards), broken down into two six-month seasonal keys.
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New Jersey

New Jersey collects age (scale) samples from harvested fish through the Striped Bass Bonus
Program (SBBP), described in previous NJ sections. Once a harvested fish taken under the provision
of the SBBP is taken to the nearest authorized check station, the check station may record the weight
(Ibs) and take scale samples, to augment the non-transferable card, which collects date, location
caught, and length information, filed out immediately after harvest by the angler. Party and charter
boat captains who participate in the program, allowing for a patron of the boat to harvest a 3™ fish,
will also record the data mentioned above and collect scale samples from all harvested Bonus fish. All
of this information, both individual and Party/Charter boat harvest, is turned in (mandatory harvest
reporting) to the NJ Bureau of Marine Fisheries for monitoring, entry, and analysis.

Maryland

Direct age data are available from the creel survey of the trophy fishery only. Both scales and
otoliths are collected from the fish examined in creel survey. For periods not covered by the creel
survey, an age-length key developed from the samples of commercially harvested fish is applied to
recreational length frequency to characterize age structure of the recreational harvest.

Virginia

Most age data are collected from the commercial fishery. The sampling group will sometimes
sample from one or more recreational tournaments, but not in every year. In 2004, there were two
length and age samples; no sampling of tournaments occurred in 2005.

Recreational Harvest-At-Age

Recreational harvest-at-age is usually estimated by applying corresponding length-frequency
distributions expanded to total numbers of harvest-at-length and age-length keys to the MRFSS
number of fish harvested by the recreational anglers in each state. State-specific descriptions of the
estimation procedures are below.

Maine
DMR uses age-length data collected by MA DMF. The age-length key is applied to the
Volunteer Angler Survey lengths, which is then applied to MRFSS estimates of harvested fish.

New Hampshire
FGD uses age-length data collected by MA DMF. The age-length key is applied to the
Volunteer Angler Survey lengths, which is then applied to MRFSS estimates of harvested fish.

Massachusetts
Harvest numbers-at-age are generated by applying total numbers of harvested fish by length to
the age-length key as described above.

Rhode Island

Age-length data collected by NY DEC and MA DMF are combined to create annual age-
length keys. The combined NY-MA age-length key is applied to the expanded length frequencies
from RI’s recreational fishery to estimate recreational harvest-at-age on an annual basis.
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Connecticut
The Fisheries Division uses age-length keys from Long Island Sound provided by NY DEC
and applies the numbers-at-length obtained from the volunteer angler survey.

New York

The MRFSS numbers of harvest and releases by wave are disaggregated by the ALS length
frequency distribution (calculated by wave). The numbers at length are added by wave together into
two seasonal length distributions. The seasonal length distributions are multiplied by the seasonal
length/age keys created (see above) for legal (i.e., >28 inches, harvest) and sub-legal (i.e., <28 inches,
releases) fish. The length distributions are adjusted, due to the conversion of ALS data from fork
length to total length and the “gaps” which result, by averaging the values before and after the interval
with no observed frequency. Next, the numbers are added for each season. Occasionally there is a
need to re-adjust for the actual numbers of harvest or releases from MRFSS due to the adjustments
and rounding.

New Jersey

New Jersey uses the length frequency information gained from the Striped Bass Volunteer
Angler Survey to characterize the length structure of NJ’s recreational harvest of striped bass and the
MRFSS harvest data by season (fall and spring) to expand the length frequency data. A variety of age
sources are then used to develop NJ’s age-length key by season. For the spring key, age data from
NJ’s Delaware Bay Striped Bass Tagging Survey (occurs in March — May), NJ’s April cruise of the
Ocean Trawl Survey, and spring harvested striped bass from the SBBP are used. To develop NJ’s fall
age-length key, age data from the October cruise of the Ocean Trawl Survey and fall harvested fish
from the SBBP are utilized. The appropriate seasonal age-length key is then expanded to the length
frequency information to develop NJ’s striped bass harvest by age and season.

Delaware

For the first half of the year, DFW uses age-length data from the spring spawning stock survey
on the Delaware River (electrofishing), plus age-length data from the sample of commercial harvest in
spring (gill net). This sums to several hundred fish. For the second half of year, data are limited to a
small sample from the fall commercial fishery, plus a score or so of research survey catches, thus
New Jersey’s age-length data from the SBBP is used.

Potomac River Fisheries Commission (DC)

Length and age data collected from the commercial fisheries are used to generate recreational
numbers-at-age.

Maryland

Length frequency of recreational harvest is characterized using MRFSS, VAS, and creel
survey length data. The age-length key derived from the spring spawning survey is applied to length
frequency for waves 2 and 3. For waves 4-6, an age length key derived from samples of commercial
harvest is used.

46™ SAW Assessment Report Appendixes 37



Virginia
A catch-at-age matrix is developed, starting with an age-length key from the commercial
samples of length and weight and proportions of harvested striped bass at length from MRFSS.

North Carolina
The NY age-length key is used along with length frequencies to apportion harvest numbers
into age classes.

Recreational Dead Discards-at-Age

The number of dead discards-at-age is usually estimated by applying corresponding total
numbers of dead discards-at-length to age-length keys. State-specific descriptions of the estimation
procedures are below.

Maine
DMR uses age-length data collected by MA DMF. These data are applied to the Volunteer
Angler Survey lengths, which is then applied to the dead discard estimates.

New Hampshire
FGD uses age-length data collected by MA DMF. These data are applied to the Volunteer
Angler Survey lengths, which is then applied to the dead discard estimates.

Massachusetts
Dead discards-at-age are generated by applying total numbers of discards-at-length to the age-
length key described above.

Rhode Island

Age-length data collected by NY DEC and MA DMF are combined to create annual age-
length keys. The combined NY-MA age-length key is applied to the expanded length frequencies
from Rhode Island’s recreational fishery to estimate recreational releases-at-age on an annual basis.

Connecticut
The Fisheries Division uses age-length keys from Long Island Sound provided by NY DEC
and applies the dead discards numbers-at-length.

New York

The MRFSS numbers of harvest and releases by wave are disaggregate by the ALS length
frequency distribution (calculated by wave). The numbers at length are added by wave together into
two seasonal length distributions. The seasonal length distributions are multiplied by the seasonal age-
length keys created (see previous NY section) for legal (i.e., >28 inches, harvest) and sub-legal (i.e.,
<28 inches, releases) fish. The length distributions are adjusted, due to the conversion of ALS data
from fork length to total length and the “gaps” which result, by averaging the values before and after
the interval with no observed frequency. Once complete, the numbers are added for each season.
Occasionally there is a need to re-adjust for the actual numbers of harvest or releases from MRFSS
due to the adjustments and rounding.
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New Jersey

New Jersey uses the length frequency information gained from the Striped Bass Volunteer
Angler Survey to characterize the length structure of NJ’s recreational released striped bass and the
MREFSS release data by season (fall and spring) to expand the length frequency data. A variety of age
sources are used to develop NJ’s age-length key by season. For the spring key, age data from NJ’s
Delaware Bay Striped Bass Tagging Survey (occurs in March — May), NJ’s April cruise of the Ocean
Trawl Survey, and spring harvested striped bass from the SBBP are used. To develop NJ’s fall age-
length key, age data from the October cruise of the Ocean Trawl Survey and fall harvested fish from
the SBBP are utilized. The appropriate seasonal age-length key is then expanded to the length
frequency information to develop NJ’s striped bass dead discards by age and season.

Delaware

For the first half of the year, DFW uses the age-length data from the spring spawning stock
survey on the Delaware River (electrofishing), plus age-length data from the sample of commercial
harvest in spring (gill net). This sums to several hundred fish. For the second half of year, data are
limited to a small sample from the fall commercial fishery, plus a score or so of research survey
catches, thus New Jersey’s age-length data from the SBBP are used.

Potomac River Fisheries Commission (DC)

Length and age data collected from the commercial fisheries are used to generate recreational
numbers-at-age.

Maryland

Length frequency of recreational releases is characterized using MRFSS, VAS, and creel
survey length data. The age-length key derived from the spring spawning survey is applied to length
frequency for waves 2 and 3. For waves 46, an age-length key derived from samples of commercial
harvest is used.

Virginia

Release numbers (discards from the recreational fishery by spring (Waves 2,3) and summer-
fall (Waves 4,5,6)) are apportioned to age classes, using the MD DNR Volunteer Angler Survey
proportion of discards-at-age and proportion of discards-at-length, expanded according to seasonal
harvest in numbers.

North Carolina

The NY age-length key is used, along with length frequencies, to apportion release numbers
into age classes.
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Appendix ASa: Analysis and Discussion of the 1998-2002 Striped Bass Coastwide Weight-
at-Age

Prepared for the Striped Bass Stock Assessment Sub-Committee Meeting
August 9 — 11, 2005

Linda S. Barker
Maryland DNR Fisheries Service
Introduction

A crucial element of the yearly catch-age based virtual population analyses (VPA) of
Atlantic striped bass is the calculation of biomass of the mixed coastal stock. This calculation
requires coastwide weight-at-age (WAA). The coastwide WAA has consistently been calculated
as a weighted mean:

State WAA = X (state WAA * % state CAA by numbers) Eqgn. 1
Coastwide WAA = X (State WAA * state % coastwide CAA) Eqn. 2

The current VPA analysis uses a time series dating back to 1982. The yearly values were
not calculated on a yearly basis, however. In 1997, the values for 1982-1997 were developed.
These values were developed using data from all states, subdividing each year into quarterly time
periods to account for growth, and weighting by numbers of fish. (Details of developing
weights at age for 1982 to 1996 can be found in NEFSC Lab Ref. 98-03.) Coastwide WAA was
not re-calculated in 1998 or 1999. Instead, the 1997 values were used as these years' values.
The 2000, 2001 and 2002 coastwide WAA were developed at the Stock Assessment
Subcommittee Workshops, weighted by total weight of fish, using readily available data sets.
Therefore, the methodology and data sets used for these calculations were not consistent, either
with the methodology used for the 1982-1997 WAA or with each other. The 2000-2002 values
showed an apparent decline in WAA, but it was impossible to determine if this apparent trend
was due to the change in method or a true change in WAA.

In 2004, a standardized report format was developed that calculated WAA as part of the
CAA calculations. The 2003 coastwide WAA was developed using all states' data:

Maine and New Hampshire recreational harvest and discards,
Massachusetts recreational and commercial catch,

Rhode Island recreational and commercial catch,
Connecticut recreational catch,

New York recreational catch and commercial landings,

New Jersey recreational catch,

Delaware recreational and commercial catch,

Maryland recreational and commercial catch,

Virginia recreational and commercial catch, and

North Carolina recreational and commercial catch.
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An apparent decline was observed between the 2001and 2002 coastwide WAA — only 2 of 13
age-classes of harvested fish did not show a reduction in WAA (Table 1). Due to concerns about
this apparent decrease in coastwide WAA and the inability to compare 1998-2002 with the rest
of the time series, the subcommittee decided to re-calculate these coastwide WAA values.

Methods: Recalculation of the 1998-2002 values.

All states were requested to provide the 1998-2002 time series of WAA, landings and
discards. Because information was not received from all states, it was decided to develop the
coastwide WAA from information for states with greatest catch. For 1998-2001, the coastwide
WAA was calculated using the 5 major harvester states (MA, NY, NJ, MD, VA), NH and CT
(Table 2). For 2002, data were available to include RI and DE (Table 3). WAA was calculated
as the weighted mean, weighted by numbers for commercial harvest, recreational harvest, and
recreational discard. Annual state removals were taken from the time series tables for
commercial harvest, recreational harvest and recreational discard numbers in the 2004 coastwide
compliance report summary prepared by Gary Sheppard if not provided by state. WAA for the
nearest neighboring state was used if that state's WAA was not available. The oldest age group
was designated "13+", and 1982-1997 "13+" values were recalculated as the arithmetic averages
of 13- to 15-year-old age class values. A constraint imposed by the 1998-2002 data was that an
annual time frame was used for all calculations, as opposed to the finer time frame used in the
1982-1997 and 2003 calculations. The time series matrix of WAA including re-calculated values
is presented in Table 4.

Discussion

The apparent decrease in WAA from 2000 - 2002 within the "old" WAA time series.
Most age classes showed a decrease between 2000 and 2002 (14 of 15 age-classes) (Table 2).
However, examination of the development of the WAA revealed that this decrease was due to
differences in the development of the values. Because average WAA is greater for coastal than
Chesapeake Bay states for all harvested age classes, calculations are skewed if the harvest
proportion is not used in the WAA calculations.

Evaluation of the apparent decline between 2001-2002 values

The 1982-1997 coastwide WAA time series was developed using all states' data. In
contrast, the 2001 coastwide WAA was developed without data from RI, CT, MD and NC. Due
to comparatively low harvest, RI, CT and NC do not contribute strongly to the coastwide WAA.
However, the exclusion of MD data from the 2001 calculation had a major influence on the
coastwide value. Without the MD numbers factoring in to the average, the coastwide WAA was
disproportionately weighted by MA (Figure 1, Table 5). This is significant because MD is a
Chesapeake Bay harvest state and MA is a coastal harvest state. Based on data from 1982-1997,
the majority of fish harvested in Chesapeake Bay (ages 3—11) were, on average, 2.6 kg (5.7 1b)
smaller than coastal fish (Table 6). The unnaturally strong contribution of MA in the 2001
WAA, followed by the strong contribution of MD fish in the 2002 WAA, certainly contributed to
the observed decline in the coastwide WAA.
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Patterns in WAA from 2000-2003 within the recalculated WAA time series

Coastwide WAA values for 2000 to 2002 were recalculated using a consistent method
that was considered functionally equivalent to the method used for earlier calculations. Although
a subset of states was used, these states constitute the majority of the harvest and therefore
maintained the overall harvest proportion throughout the WAA calculations. In contrast to the
earlier values, these values showed a consistent increase across the 2000-2003 time frame (Table
4). Between 2000 and 2001, 11 of the 13 age classes showed an increase in WAA, between
2002 and 2003, 12 of the 13 age classes showed an increase in WAA. The 2003 WAA was
developed from information provided by all states for the 2003 stock assessment. Comparison of
the 2003 WAA against the mean values for 2000-2002 showed an increase in 11 of 13 age
classes.

Comparison of "old" vs. recalculated WAA values from 2000 — 2002. Although the
recalculated WAA values showed an increase across the 2000-2003 time frame, these values
were lower than the mean of the 1982-1996 time series (Table 7).

Future Work

Future years” WAA will be calculated from information provided in stock assessment
"Compliance Report Template", and will therefore include all states' data. No recommendations
are suggested to improve calculation methodology for future years.

It would be useful to determine if there truly was a decrease between the 1982-96 WAA
and the 1998-2003 WAA. However, data are not available to recalculate 1982-2002 WAA using
the current method, nor are data available to recalculate 2000-03 using the earlier method.
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Appendix ASa Figures
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Figure 1. Composition of Striped Bass Coastwide WAA by State. 1982-1997 coastwide WAA
shows a fairly even distribution from the 5 major harvest (by numbers) states (MA, NY, NJ, MD,
VA). 2001 WAA is dominated by MA. 2002 WAA shows a strong contribution from MD and
VA (Chesapeake Bay harvest states).
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Table 2. Revised Time Series of Striped Bass Coastwide WAA (kg).

Year Age

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13+
1982 0.1 0.6 1.1 1.5 2.4 3.7 4.8 5.8 6.2 87 10.8 11.2 14.0
1983 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.4 2.4 33 3.8 5.4 6.0 8.1 9.6 104 11.1
1984 0.2 0.6 1.7 1.6 2.7 34 5.1 5.7 6.8 7.8 84 127 12.4
1985 0.1 0.6 1.1 1.7 2.2 3.6 4.9 5.5 6.8 7.4 9.0 10.7 13.9
1986 0.1 0.6 1.3 2.4 2.4 3.1 4.0 5.0 54 6.1 7.8 9.2 12.8
1987 0.2 0.8 1.4 2.1 2.5 2.9 3.6 4.7 5.5 6.5 7.8 9.8 13.2
1988 0.3 0.9 1.1 2.0 3.1 4.0 4.4 4.7 5.2 5.6 86 104 13.3
1989 0.2 0.8 1.2 2.2 3.1 4.5 54 6.2 6.0 8.7 8.9 9.7 13.4
1990 0.1 0.9 1.1 2.1 2.4 3.8 4.9 6.0 5.7 6.0 7.4 9.1 12.6
1991 0.2 0.9 1.3 2.2 2.6 32 4.8 5.6 6.5 6.2 9.5 83 14.2
1992 0.1 0.7 1.3 1.9 2.8 3.7 4.9 5.8 7.0 8.2 9.8 124 14.0
1993 0.1 0.8 1.3 2.0 2.8 3.6 4.8 6.1 7.0 8.0 9.5 108 14.6
1994 0.2 1.1 1.7 2.2 2.9 3.5 4.9 6.2 6.8 7.5 9.7 10.7 12.7
1995 0.3 0.7 1.3 2.2 2.8 3.7 54 6.2 7.3 8.9 7.6 9.7 16.7
1996 0.1 1.0 1.5 2.3 32 4.5 6.4 7.1 7.8 9.2 9.3 10.1 13.7
1997 0.1 0.6 1.2 2.5 2.8 3.6 4.5 5.1 6.7 9.2 9.9 10.2 14.8
1998 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.2 2.9 4.7 5.7 6.8 7.0 7.8 9.9 11.9
1999 0.6 0.9 1.1 1.4 1.9 2.5 34 5.0 6.6 7.8 8.7 9.8 12.0
2000 0.4 0.6 1.1 1.5 2.0 2.8 3.9 5.1 7.1 7.4 9.7 107 13.6
2001 0.2 0.4 1.1 1.8 2.2 32 4.1 5.0 6.4 7.8 8.6 83 10.9
2002 0.1 0.3 1.1 1.5 2.2 3.2 4.2 5.5 6.0 7.6 9.1 9.7 11.5
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Table 3. Comparison of 2001& 2002 Data Used to Develop Striped Bass Coastwide WAA.

STATE 2001 2002
SURVEYS % WAA % HARVEST SURVEYS | % WAA | % HARVEST
ME COMM (harv, discards) 1 1 X 0 2
NH COMM (harv, discards) 3 1 REC 1 1
MA COMBINED 74 16 COMBINED 32 20
RI X 5 X 5
CT X 3 X 3
NY COMM & REC 13 COMM & REC 11 13
NJ REC 10 23 REC 17 19
DE COMM <1 2 X 0 1
MD X 17 COMM (C.BAY) 22 15
VA COMM & REC 17 COMM & REC 17 19
NC X 3 X 0 3

Table 4. Comparison of Average Striped Bass WAA (Ib) for "Coastal" (MA, NY, NJ) and
"Chesapeake Bay" (MD and VA) States, based 1982-1997 Values.

Age Coastal CBay A

1 1.8

2 1.9 2.3 -0.4
3 33 2.4 0.9
4 4.7 2.7 2.0
5 6.7 3.5 3.2
6 8.3 55 2.8
7 10.1 7.4 2.8
8 12.9 10.4 2.5
9 14.9 12.3 2.6
10 17.4 14.1 34
11 20.4 17.3 3.0
12 22.8 14.9 7.8
13 249 17.7 7.2
14 27.9 19.4 8.5
15 35.1 15.8 19.4
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Table 5. Information Used to Calculate 1998-2002 Striped Bass Coastwide WAA.

REMOVAL YEARS HARVEST-AT-AGE Pre-calculated WAA
NH Rec landings 98-02 supplied used MA
NH Rec discards 98-02 supplied used MA
MA Rec landings 98-02 supplied supplied
MA Rec discards 98-02 supplied supplied
MA Com landings 98-02 supplied supplied
MA Com discards 98-02 supplied supplied
RI Com landings 2002 supplied used MA
RI Rec landings 2002 supplied used MA
RI Rec discards 2002 supplied used MA
CT Rec landings 98-02 GaryN CAA’ used MA
CT Rec discards 98-00,02 GaryN CAA’ used MA
NY all 98-00
NY Com landings 01-02 01,02 Ann. Rpts. 01,02 Ann. Rpts.
NY Rec landings 01-02 01,02 Ann. Rpts. 01,02 Ann. Rpts.
NY Rec discards 01-02 01,02 Ann. Rpts. 01,02 Ann. Rpts.
NJ Rec landings 98-01
NJ Rec discards 98-01 % of harvest #s' % of harvest WAA?
NJ ALL 2002 supplied supplied
Del Com landings 2002 GaryN CAA’ used NY
Del Rec landings 2002 GaryN CAA’ used NJ
MD Com landings 98-02 supplied supplied
MD Rec landings 98-02
MD Rec discards 98-02
VA Com landings 98-00,02 GaryN CAA’ used MD
VA Rec landings 98-00,02 GaryN CAA’ used MD
VA Rec discards 98-00,02 GaryN CAA® used MD
VA ALL 2001 GaryN CAA® used MD

! (rec harvest-at-age)*(rec discard-at-age)/(total harvest)
? Ages 2-5: discard WAA = 0.8*harvest WAA, Ages 6+: discard WAA = 0.9%harvest WAA

3 Coastwide summary CAA document supplied by Gary Nelson
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Table 6. Removals Used to Calculate 1998-2002 Striped Bass Coastwide WAA.

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
NH Rec landings NH Rec landings NH Rec landings NH Rec landings NH Rec landings
NH Rec discards NH Rec discards NH Rec discards NH Rec discards NH Rec discards
MA Rec landings MA Rec landings MA Rec landings MA Rec landings MA Rec landings
MA Rec discards MA Rec discards MA Rec discards MA Rec discards MA Rec discards
MA Com landings MA Com landings  |[MA Com landings MA Com landings MA Com landings
MA Com discards MA Com discards  |MA Com discards MA Com discards MA Com discards
RI Com landings

RI Rec landings
RI Rec discards

CT Rec landings
CT Rec discards

CT Rec landings
CT Rec discards

CT Rec landings
CT Rec discards

CT Rec landings

CT Rec landings
CT Rec discards

NY all NY all NY ALL NY Com landings NY Com landings
NY Rec landings NY Rec landings
NY Rec discards NY Rec discards
NJ Rec landings NJ Rec landings NJ Rec landings NJ Rec landings NJ ALL
NJ Rec discards NJ Rec discards NJ Rec discards NJ Rec discards
Del Com landings
Del Rec landings
MD Com landings MD Com landings  [MD Com landings MD Com landings MD Com landings
MD Rec landings MD Rec landings MD Rec landings MD Rec landings MD Rec landings
MD Rec discards MBD Rec discards MD Rec discards MD Rec discards MD Rec discards
VA Com landings VA Com landings  |VA Com landings VA ALL VA Com landings
VA Rec landings VA Rec landings VA Rec landings VA Rec landings
VA Rec discards VA Rec discards VA Rec discards VA Rec discards

! (rec harvest-at-age)*(rec discard-at-age)/(total harvest)
? Ages 2-5: discard WAA = 0.8*harvest WAA, Ages 6+: discard WAA = 0.9*harvest WAA
? Coastwide summary CAA document supplied by Gary Nelson
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Appendix 5b: Analysis of the 2005-2006 Striped Bass Coastwide Weight-at-Age

Prepared for the
Striped Bass Stock Assessment Sub-Committee
by
Linda S. Barker and Lisa Warner
Maryland DNR Fisheries Service

FINAL
September 7, 2007

Introduction

This report presents the results of the 2005-2006 update of the Atlantic coastwide weight-
at-age (WAA) analysis for striped bass. This analysis followed the procedure outlined in
“Analysis and Discussion of the 1998-2002 Striped Bass Coastwide Weight-at-Age”, prepared
for the Striped Bass Stock Assessment Sub-Committee meeting August 9 — 11, 2005 by Linda S.
Barker of Maryland DNR Fisheries Service. The data for these calculations were provided
through the annual compliance report’s catch-at-age (CAA) spreadsheet. This standardized
template has been in use since 2004.

Methods

It should be noted that although these calculations were performed exactly the same as
those in 2005, the equation provided in the 2005 document was incorrect. The coastwide WAA
was calculated as the ratio of (total weight of fish caught) to (total number of fish caught) for
each age.

Subsequent analyses were performed on the WAA for the individual state fishery elements.
WAA for a fishery element was calculated as the ratio of the total weight of fish harvested or
discarded by that fishery element to the total number of fish harvested or discarded by that
fishery element for each age. The following fishery elements were included in the calculation of
the 2005 and 2006 coastwide WAA:

Maine recreational harvest and discards,

New Hampshire recreational harvest and discards,

Massachusetts recreational harvest and discards and commercial harvest and discards,
Rhode Island recreational harvest and discards and commercial harvest and discards,
Connecticut recreational harvest and discards,

New York recreational catch and commercial landings,

New Jersey recreational harvest and discards,

Delaware recreational harvest and discards and commercial harvest and discards,
Maryland recreational harvest and discards and commercial harvest and discards,
PRFC recreational harvest and commercial harvest,

Virginia recreational harvest and discards and commercial harvest and discards, and
North Carolina recreational harvest and discards and commercial harvest and discards.
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Results and Discussion

Summary information for the coastwide CAA and WAA are shown in the attached tables
and figures. Tables 1 - 4 provide the values used in the calculation of coastwide WAA — the total
catch at age, the total weight of catch at age, and the ratio WAA value. The 2006 and 2005
coastwide values are provided in both pounds (Tables 1 and 3) and kilograms (Tables 2 and 4).
The distributions of the 2005 and 2006 coastwide mean CAA are presented in both numbers of
fish (Fig 1) and pounds (Fig 2). The distributions of the 2005 and 2006 coastwide mean WAA
are presented in both pounds (Fig 3) and kg (Fig 4).

The WAA time series is provided in Table 5, but the 2003 and 2004 values are missing.

These values need to be checked and updated and will be added later.
The 2005 and 2006 fishery-based tables demonstrate details of analysis. The coastwide CAA is
divided into the fishery elements (recreational harvest, recreational discards, and commercial
harvest in each state) in Tables 6A and 6B (numbers of fish) and Tables 7A and 7B (pounds of
fish). Commercial discard data were not included in this analysis. Tables 8A and 8B present the
proportional contribution of each fishery element to the coastwide CAA in 2006 and 2005.

The 2006 coastwide CAA by fishery (Table 8A) shows a shift in the proportional
contribution to the coastwide catch at approximately age 6. The catch of younger fish (ages 2-6)
was dominated by recreational discards. The ranges of contribution to the coastwide catch for
ages 2-6 were: MD (2-51%), VA (0-36%), MA (14-25%) and ME (9-18%). The range in
recreational harvest of the Bay states was also significant: MD (0-17%) and VA (0-14%). MD’s
commercial harvest (8-24%) was the third significant contributor to the catch for the younger
ages. The catch of older fish (ages 6+) was dominated by recreational harvest. Most of the
recreational harvest at each of the older ages was in the northern states: MA (13-18%), NY and
NJ (both 10-13%) and CT (8-10%). The exception was MD (8-26%). 2005 numbers are shown
in Table §B.

These shifts in proportional contribution to the coastwide catch show a differential effect
on the coastwide WAA. This emphasizes the importance of the accuracy of age assignments and
age-length keys (ALK) among the states. In addition, some states use the ALK from a
neighboring state, so the coastwide effect of those states’ information is compounded. The tools
and information supplied by MD, MA, NY and NJ account for the greatest overall contribution
to the WAA calculations.

Figures 5A-5L show mean WAA (2-13+ years) by state and fishery element. These
figures clearly show that most fisheries reported similar WAA for each age, but there were
exceptions. Some fishery values were not biologically reasonable (Appendix A). Because the
growth equations supplied in the state spreadsheets indicated that striped bass all along the coast
are growing at similar rates, these outliers indicate possible age-related errors.

There was an apparent difference in WAA for coastal and Chesapeake Bay states in 2005
and 2006, but this did not appear to be a biological difference. 2006 WAA show wide ranges
among the younger ages: age 3 (1.4 — 4.8 Ibs., Figure 5B), age 4 (1.9 - 10.2 Ibs., Figure 5C) and
age 5 (3.1 - 11.1 Ibs., Figure 5D), between states and years. This does not appear to be due to an
actual difference in growth rates (i.e., females on the coast growing much faster) because growth
curves indicate similar growth patterns between all states. A specific example using age 4 fish in
2006 illustrates the difference: mean weight of a NY recreational harvest fish is 10 lbs., while a
ME fish of the same age weighs 2.9 lbs., and a fish from MD or VA weighs approximately 2.5
Ibs. (Figure 5C). A comparison was made of coastal ALKs for recreational discards against the
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MD spring ALK. The MD spring ALK should represent the complete stock on the spawning
ground and should therefore contain the majority of the coastal fish. The WAA for DE, CT, NY
and NJ were shifted outside of the MD minimum and maximum values for younger ages. While
the young females are not encountered on the MD spawning grounds, they are sampled during a
spring/early summer recreational creel survey. Mean WAAs from these data are much lower
than those seen on the coast. Again, since each state’s growth curves show similar patterns,
these large differences in mean weight at age may be due to ageing error and should be further
evaluated to provide an explanation of the differences between states.

These differences in WAA among fisheries prompted further investigation into the
compliance report spreadsheets. Several errors were discovered in age-length keys and cell
entries that required adjustment. Even after these corrections, the final results indicate that there
may be some effects from ageing errors. See Appendix A for further details.
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Table 5. 1982-2006 striped bass Atlantic coastwide weights at age (kg) time series (less 2003 and
2004).

Year Age
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13+

1982 0.1 0.6 1.1 1.5 24 3.7 4.8 5.8 6.2 8.7 10.8  11.2 14.0
1983 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.4 24 3.3 3.8 54 6.0 8.1 9.6 104 11.1
1984 0.2 0.6 1.7 1.6 2.7 34 5.1 5.7 6.8 7.8 8.4 127 124
1985 0.1 0.6 1.1 1.7 2.2 3.6 4.9 5.5 6.8 7.4 9.0 10.7 139
1986 0.1 0.6 1.3 24 24 3.1 4.0 5.0 54 6.1 7.8 9.2 12.8
1987 0.2 0.8 1.4 2.1 2.5 2.9 3.6 4.7 5.5 6.5 7.8 9.8 13.2
1988 0.3 0.9 1.1 2.0 3.1 4.0 4.4 4.7 52 5.6 8.6 104 133
1989 0.2 0.8 1.2 22 3.1 4.5 54 6.2 6.0 8.7 8.9 9.7 13.4
1990 0.1 0.9 1.1 2.1 24 3.8 4.9 6.0 5.7 6.0 7.4 9.1 12.6
1991 0.2 0.9 1.3 2.2 2.6 32 4.8 5.6 6.5 6.2 9.5 8.3 14.2
1992 0.1 0.7 1.3 1.9 2.8 3.7 4.9 5.8 7.0 8.2 9.8 124 14.0
1993 0.1 0.8 1.3 2.0 2.8 3.6 4.8 6.1 7.0 8.0 9.5 10.8 146
1994 0.2 1.1 1.7 2.2 29 3.5 4.9 6.2 6.8 7.5 9.7 10.7 127
1995 0.3 0.7 1.3 2.2 2.8 3.7 5.4 6.2 7.3 8.9 7.6 9.7 16.7
1996 0.1 1.0 1.5 23 32 4.5 6.4 7.1 7.8 9.2 9.3 10.1  13.7
1997 0.1 0.6 1.2 2.5 2.8 3.6 4.5 5.1 6.7 9.2 9.9 102 148
1998 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.2 2.9 4.7 5.7 6.8 7.0 7.8 9.9 11.9
1999 0.6 0.9 1.1 1.4 1.9 2.5 34 5.0 6.6 7.8 8.7 9.8 12.0
2000 0.4 0.6 1.1 1.5 2.0 2.8 3.9 5.1 7.1 7.4 9.7 10.7  13.6
2001 0.2 0.4 1.1 1.8 22 32 4.1 5.0 6.4 7.8 8.6 8.3 10.9
2002 0.1 0.3 1.1 1.5 2.2 32 4.2 55 6.0 7.6 9.1 9.7 11.5
2005 0.1 .6 1.0 1.6 2.2 32 4.0 5.6 6.2 6.7 8.0 8.9 11.7
2006 0.2 5 .8 1.3 2.0 2.8 4.1 4.9 6.2 7.0 8.1 9.0 11.1
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Appendix 5b Figures

Number of Fish 2005-2006

@ Total Harvest (Fish) 2006 m Total Catch (Fish) 2005
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Figure 1. 2005-2006 Atlantic coastwide mean catch-at-age in numbers of striped bass.

Catch at age in Pounds of Striped Bass 2005-2006
@ Total Wt. (Lbs.) 2006 m Total Wt. (Lbs.) 2005
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Figure 2. 2005-2006 Atlantic coastwide mean catch-at-age in pounds of striped bass.
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Mean WAA 2005-2006 in Pounds
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30

25

20

15

10

13+

Figure 3. 2005 and 2006 Atlantic coastwide mean weight-at-age in pounds.

Mean WAA 2005-2006 in Kgs.
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Figure 4. 2005 and 2006 Atlantic coastwide mean weight-at-age in kilograms.
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Appendix 5b Appendix

Problems encountered in this analysis

Lisa Warner, a striped bass biologist with extensive experience with striped bass biology
and working with age-length keys, performed these calculations. Several problems were found
with the compliance report spreadsheets that required adjustment before accurate WAA
calculations could be performed.

General Comments

1. Apparent difference in weights at age between states, and Bay and coast needs to be
further investigated. Weights range in younger ages — age 3 ranged from 1.4 lbs to 4.8 lbs., age 4
ranged from 1.9-10.2 Ibs. and age 5 ranged from 3.1-11.1 Ibs... Is it a biological difference — i.e.
females on the coast grow really, really fast (age length keys contained 28 age 4 fish)? Growth
curves from annual compliance reports indicate similar growth patterns between all states,
therefore differences may stem from ageing error.

2. Data standardization — we need to utilize standard units for the compliance report.

For example, data was in kg and pounds; total length and fork length.
Care needs to be taken to make sure there are no missing formulas or ages, especially when
length groups have been collapsed. Maybe a template with locked cells would help.

3. The summary page in the compliance report needs to be re-evaluated. The way it is
currently set up makes it extremely easy to make an error in the statewide summary due to sum
product errors, making it unusable.( Example- ages 1-3 below) It might be easier to omit this step
and save the weighting for the coastal WAA process and not have these state combined fisheries
WAA. Unless there are mean weights in every cell of each age for each fishery, the weighted
mean weight at age for the state will be incorrect

Fishery: |Total # |Total wt Mean weight at age
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7] 8 9 10| 1" 12|
RecHanvest| 310441| 4768272 - - - - 1021 10.30] 11.24] 1241 15.61 1942 20.60| 24N 24.36
Comm 73528 683446 - - - 483 591 6.48 749 8.75 10.28] 11.60) 13.67| 14.21 1345
Rec Discard 142027 542461 - 0.50| 1.14 1.98] 349 461 5.85| 6.76) 9.33| 11.95) 12.99 15.72 15.31
TOTAL 525006  5999179\wt'd by wt 0.00] 0.05 0.10} 0.73 911 9.3 10.33| 11.48] 14.44] 17.84] 19.12] 22.85| 229
wid by # 0.00| 0.14 0.31 121 7.79 823 9.26| 10.37] 13.18] 16.31 17.57| 2093 20.39
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Appendix A6: VPA Indices Workshop

Striped Bass VPA Indices Workshop — Baltimore, July 28 & 29, 2004

List of Participants
NAME AGENCY
Linda Barker Maryland Department of Natural

Alexei Sharov

Tom Baum

Peter Fricke

Megan Gamble
Patrick Kilduff

Bob Harris
John Hoenig
Phil Sadler

Des Kahn
Greg Murphy

Andy Kahnle

Laura Lee

Gary Nelson

Gary Shepherd

Clif Tipton

Vic Vecchio

Resources

New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection —
Bureau of Marine Fisheries

National Marine Fisheries Service —
NOAA F/SF5

Atlantic States Marine Fisheries
Commission

Virginia Institute of Marine Science

Delaware Department of Natural
Resources & Environmental Control,
Fisheries

New York Department of
Environmental Conservation —
Bureau of Marine Fisheries

Atlantic States Marine Fisheries
Commission/ RI DEM

Massachusetts Division of Marine
Fisheries

Northeast Fisheries Science Center

United State Fish & Wildlife Service

New York Department of
Environmental Conservation — Bureau
of Marine Fisheries
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ADDRESS

Tawes State Office Building
580 Taylor Avenue
Annapolis, MD 21401

P.O. Box 418
Port Republic, NJ 08241

1315 East West Highway #3221

Silver Spring, MD 20910

1444 1 Street, NW 6" Floor
Washington, DC 20005

P.O. Box 1346

Gloucester Point, VA 23062-1346

254 Maine Street
P.O. Box 330
Little Creek, DE 19961

21 South Putts Corner Road
New Paltz, NY 12561

3 fort Wetherill Road
Jamestown, RI 02835

30 Emerson Avenue
Gloucester, MA 01930

166 Water Street
Woods Hole, MA 02543
177 Admiral Cochrane
Annapolis, MD 21401

205 North Belle Mead Road
East Setauket, NY 11733



Workshop Purposes

e Impetus: “An objective discrimination of which tuning indices to include or withhold
from the model should be integrated in the next assessment.” 36" SAW Advisory

e Goal: Develop criteria for the inclusion/exclusion of current and future indices for
aggregate or age-specific (>age 2+) used in the striped bass virtual population model.

e Objectives: Critically evaluate the survey design and precision of the index, and validate
each index by comparing it to other area indices. If applicable, determine how the survey
design should be modified to be more valuable.

Background: The Role of Indices in the VPA

Indices are used in the tuning process as a relative index of abundance (abundance at
age). Some surveys provide an aggregrate index and others provide an age specific index. Some
may be appropriate for aggregation due to precision; others are more precise as an age-specific
index.

ADAPT uses the entire time series to determine relative abundance of the cohort in the
terminal year. The longer the time series the more information the model has to produce an
estimate. After the model produces the estimate, the stock assessment subcommittee evaluates
the correlation of the index to the known abundance as the VPA has estimated it.

Evaluation Criteria
The Workshop participants began the discussion with the some suggested guidelines
provided by Gary Nelson prior to the meeting. The guidelines are as follows:

a. Have a sampling design

b. Have an acceptable level of precision (if applicable)

c. Has it been validated? (i.e., is it correlated with indices of abundance of other life stages,
etc.)

The sampling design should be appropriate to achieve the objectives of the survey.
Additionally, the sampling design should produce a precise estimate. Further indication of a
good index is the validation of the survey, comparing it to another index that shows similar
trends. There should be a correlation between indices sampling similar portions of the coastwide
stock. If an age class can be followed through time, it is also indicative of a good survey.

Taking Gary’s suggestions a step further, John Hoenig developed a set of discussion points
regarding the index. The following list includes the John points plus additional comments from
other participants.

1) Correlation of an index with the VPA 1is not an appropriate evaluation criterion unless the
index pertains to the whole stock. (If substocks in the North go up, as reflected in three
indices, and substocks in the South go down, as reflected in one index, you’d get a biased
picture if you eliminated the southern index just because it disagreed with the average
(which is dominated by the North)).

2) Validity of sampling design can be used to determine inclusion. An index should not be
evaluated based on an inappropriate variance. The appropriate variance can be
determined based on the survey’s sampling design. For example, if one site is sampled
repeatedly (e.g., a pound net) the sample size is one (i.e., one site).
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3) The number of sites and the number of days sampled may be useful criteria; a minimum
number of fish sampled might be appropriate in combination with other factors (number
of sites, etc.)

4) All indices should be treated “equally” to be “fair”.

a. Ifyou evaluate one index you should evaluate all of them.

b. You can kick out indices but there must be a way to reinstate them and there must
be a way to introduce new indices that is “fair” in the sense of holding the index
to the same standards as other indices.

5) If you want to make a change to the set of indices, it is important to do two assessments
in parallel — one the old way and one the new way for several (e.g., 3) years. Otherwise,
you can’t distinguish between changes in stock perception due to methodology and
changes due to stock dynamics.

6) If an index represents only a portion of the stock complex then it should receive a weight
less than one. The stock assessment subcommittee has typically weighted the indices
according to how well they fit the VPA, e.g., using iteratively reweighted least squares.

7) If an index is unique in representing a particular portion of the stock complex, then it may
be desirable to retain the index even if it is not perfect.

8) The primary criterion thus would appear to be whether an index tracks weak and strong
year classes well. An index can be considered poor if year-to-year changes in catchability
obscure abundance trends.

a. In looking for year effects, it is not appropriate to look at the residuals from the
VPA unless the index being evaluated pertains to the whole stock.

b. If one plots age-specific indices versus time, then synchronous peaks and valleys
(all indices going up and down together) is problematic.

9) If age-specific indices are problematic, the program might still provide an aggregate
index

10) Validation of one index against another index from the area provides support for the two
indices.

Some of the indices used in the VPA assessment are age-specific and some are age-
aggregated indices. It might be necessary to develop different criteria for the two kinds of
indices. Before eliminating an age-specific index, the survey should be considered as an
aggregated index. The problem with the index may be the ageing. It could still track the stock
appropriately as an aggregate.

The Stock Assessment Subcommittee currently uses iterative reweighting for the surveys,
meaning the survey weighting is based on how well the index fits the estimate produced by the
VPA. The VPA is currently used to derive a single estimate of the fishing mortality on the
coastal migratory stock. Ideally, there would be stock specific VPAs that are combined into one
coastwide assessment.

If you believe that the particular index gives you reliable representation of the dynamics
and abundance of the species in the particular area, then an estimate of variability of the index is
needed. Also, you need to know if the same index is representative of the stock coastwide
because we are looking for an ideal index of relative abundance that would be truly
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representative of the stock coastwide. An alternative to the VPA’s iterative reweighting would
be to assign weights to each index based on an assumed contribution to the overall coastwide
migratory stock.

There is some concern about apriori weighting because an index may represent the local
stock accurately. Also, as the stocks have rebuilt over time the contribution to the coastal stock
has increased. There is uncertainty as to how this can be accounted for in the apriori weighting.

Review of Sampling Program and Indices

The participant agreed to many of the points in John Hoenig’s list, but not all. The group
decided to continue with a review of the sampling programs. The evaluation criteria would be
further refined as the surveys are reviewed.

Massachusetts — Commercial CPUE Index (Gary Nelson)

The Massachusetts Commercial catch per unit effort index has been used in the VPA
assessment since the Striped Bass Stock Assessment Subcommittee has used the VPA. The unit
of effort has changed over the course of the time series. The method for calculating the CPUE
has changed over time with different MA DMF personnel. The time series has been recalculated
using a consistent methodology.

The index is really a measure of commercial harvest per effort or an estimate of the
number of fish sold per trip. It uses the weight of the fish reported by the dealer and the average
weight of the fish measured in the fish house. The average is then weighted by the total fish
(whole fish) landed in each county. The total weight reported is an absolute (no variance), but the
average weight is estimated so the variance is included. The number of trips comes from the
required catch reports. Fishermen must submit catch reports to receive a license for the
following year. Catch reports include information such as hours fished, number of fish sold and
released by month, and dealer transactions. This survey is used as an age aggregated index and
age-specific index.

The sampling design is not ideal for this index because the sampling is dependent on
which fish house lands striped bass. Three counties in Massachusetts make up about 80% of the
total landings. The information gathered in the fish house does not provide information about
the trip, whether it was landed as a direct or indirect take. Most of the Massachusetts striped bass
fishermen are weekend warriors.

There are a few problems with the survey design. Permits are issued to the boat, not
individuals. Therefore, an average trip per boat is estimated not per fishermen. The number of
fishermen is not collected. In Massachusetts, this fishery is hook and line only and has a trip
limit of 40 fish per day. There could be five guys on a boat for one hour catching 40 fish or one
guy out there all day catching 40 fish.

The catch per effort per trip is not well defined because the information is not collected.
There are over 4,300 people permitted but Massachusetts only receives 100-200 voluntary logs
with trip dates, numbers caught, hours fished per trip. The average hours fished is estimate from
the logbooks. Average hours fished contributes to variability in the survey. There can be hours
fished with zero catch. Even though commercial fishermen are required to submit catch reports,
not all submit the report despite the penalty of losing the permit in the next year. So Gary has to
impute the fish caught using the information he does have. Additional information may be
available through the VTR data for commercial fishermen holding a federal permit.
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This survey has a multiple stage sampling design, meaning it needs a randomly sample a
fish house and then randomly sample the fish. The variance estimate is conditional on
assumption of random sample, but sample may not be representative. The fish that end up in the
fish houses are random, but the selection of which fish house is sampled is not random.
Therefore, we do not know if the sample is representative of all the catch because it is not
random. Bootstrapping does not confer validity on an index.

The group discussed the difficulty of setting one standard for all the surveys — the
protocol for variation estimation will depend on the survey design, therefore will not be
consistent across all surveys. The index should not be thrown out because it’s not perfect,
especially if there is not another index to replace it and its representative of the area.

The number of trips is declining because the quota is filling more quickly. There is a
jump in the CPUE from 1994-1995 because there was a change in the minimum size and the
commercial quota also increased. The group is not confident that the CPUE represents the
population, particularly the fishery has capped out the quota since 2000. Also, in a
representative catch, the cohorts can be followed through the samples. The 1993 yearclass was
strong and it cannot be followed through the MA CPUE. One suggestion was to apply a length
frequency to the ageing samples for a more representative sample.

For an age-specific index, Massachusetts could randomly pick a fish box to collect
samples. The proportion of ages in a sample could be applied to the aggregate index.
Massachusetts had to cut down on the sizes of age samples from the fish house due to personnel
cut backs.

Connecticut Recreational CPUE and Trawl Survey

Connecticut submitted information regarding the trawl survey, but did not provide
information on the recreational catch per unit effort. Additionally, there was no representative
from Connecticut in attendance at the Workshop. The Connecticut surveys were not reviewed at
this time.

New York Long Island Ocean Haul Seine Survey (Vic Vecchio)

Originally, the survey had 10 sampling locations that consisted of inshore sandy sites.
The locations were randomly sampled from October to November. After the commercial striped
bass fishery reopened, commercial trawls were prohibited from state waters. Some localities
prohibit NY DEC from accessing traditional sampling sites. In New York, fishermen are not
allowed to use ocean haul seine survey to commercially catch striped bass, but can use to fish for
other species. The estimates derived from 10 sampling locations were compared to the results
with fewer sampling locations. There was no difference in the ages in the catch. Additionally,
funding has been reduced impacting the sampling dates and actual survey catch. The dates of the
older survey have been standardized.

In reviewing the time series, it is interesting to note that the catch jumped in 1996-1998
due to the 1993 and 1996 yearclasses. Also, in some cases the coefficient of variance exceeded
the catch. Bootstrapping would be appropriate for the New York data.

Age samples are taken from every fish measured in the survey. New York is able to
produce an estimate of geometric mean catch at age for each survey year. The CV is then
calculated for the catch at age and an averaged from 1997-2003 is produced. The survey is not
very good at catching the larger fish, so the sample sizes for the older fish are pretty small.
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The survey samples a mixed stock. To evaluate the survey, the ocean haul seine survey
was correlated to the YOY index. Out of 13 age groups, 11 had positive correlation, but only 6
had a significant correlation.

New Jersey Trawl Survey (Tom Baum)

The New Jersey trawl survey has a stratified random sampling design. The survey occurs
in April and October. Decreases in funding have led to reductions in annual sampling effort,
from 60 to 45 seine hauls. New Jersey’s survey was not designed to sample striped bass survey;
it was originally for sampling groundfish. Striped bass are tagged when feasible.

In a typical year, there are 30-40 tows in 18 strata, which comes out to about 2 tows per
site. The CVs are pretty low in the later half of the time series. The high CVs in the latter half of
the time series could be attributed to low sample sizes at each stratum. The standard error should
be checked to determine if it was calculated for a stratified random design.

The survey is used as an age aggregated index, aggregating ages from 2-13. April and
October are used as separate age aggregated indices because the length frequencies differ
significantly, representing different stock composition. April survey is more consistent and
therefore probably the better candidate for an age-specific index. New Jersey has an age-length
key for every year, so most of the information is available for switching over to an age-specific
index. If the survey measures all of the fish caught, then it could be used as an age-aggregated
index. It is possible to get age specific data, but New Jersey is not likely to produce the data.

To reduce the variance, some of the strata should be thrown out because no striped bass
were caught in that location. The strata should only be removed from the index if there were no
striped bass throughout the time series. The variance can be a problem with fixed station trawl
surveys because there is no random element to the survey.

Delaware Trawl Survey (Des Kahn)

The Delaware trawl survey began during the 1960’s, but the exact start date is not well
documented. The survey collects weight rather than numbers of fish (kilograms per tow of
striped bass). The time series is disjointed because a different vessel was used in the first two
segments of the time series. In 2002, the survey began using a new custom-built stern rig
trawler. Comparative tows were conducted to get a handle on the catchability of the two vessels.

The trawl survey uses a fixed sampling scheme. It was selected due to the lack of
towable bottom in Delaware Bay. The index was conducted the whole year. Due to the number
of zero tows, the data was jackknifed — used for situations were the distribution assumptions may
not be true. Jackknife does not deal with the lack of distribution of the data; it does assume that
the sample is representative of the population from which it is drawn.

The sample size is the number of months that were sampled. In some years, the trawl
survey did not operate in March. In each month, the fixed sites were sample nine times.

The trawl survey is used as an aggregate index in the VPA (age 2-7). There is age data
available from 1998 forward. To validate the index, it should be compared to another mixed
stock index. The lagged juvenile index is often used to confirm trends.

Delaware Spawning Stock Survey (Greg Murphy)

The Delaware River spawning stock survey collects age, size, sex, and abundance
estimates for striped bass. The survey began in 1991 experimenting with three different
collection methods and has continued using electrofishing since 1994. The survey divided the
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Delaware River into two zones based on river access. There are twelve Delaware stations and
fourteen Pennsylvania stations. Over time, some of the stations have been lost due to
development.

The stations cannot be considered random, but the observations at each station are
random. The survey has a multistage lattice design. The strata are sampled independently of
another (i.e. sampling does not affect other sites). The lattice survey design imposes a structure
to control the number of times each area sampled.

Another challenge that confronts the survey has been the moving salt line, which can
restrict the sample areas upstream where electrofishing is effective. Reviewing its correlation to
other life stages, such as a juvenile survey, could validate this survey.

Maryland Spawning Stock Survey (Linda Barker)

The objective of the Maryland’s spring gillnet survey is to characterize the Chesapeake
Bay portion of the spawning stock biomass and provide a relative abundance at age. The survey
area at one time covered the Chesapeake Bay, Choptank River and Potomac River, but the
Choptank River has since been dropped from the survey. A stratified random design is used to
sample the spawning areas.

The group discussed the survey’s sampling design to determine if it was truly randomly
stratified. Because Maryland DNR samples the same site twice in some days, the design can be
referred to as two-stage cluster sampling. It is important to correctly identify the sampling
design to properly calculate the variance.

For each sample, all of the striped bass are measured, all females are aged, but only males
greater than 700 mm are aged and smaller males are subsampled. Since 2000, approximately 500
fish are aged per year. The group recommended developing area and sex specific age length
keys. MD DNR should also look into applying selectivity coefficients.

The survey has revealed that it does not accurately capture the spawning stock biomass as
it collects samples of fish ages 2-8. There is a very low variance for ages less than 8 years old
and higher variable estimates for ages greater than 8 years old. The number of age 8+ appearing
in the survey has increased since the moratorium. The fish caught in the survey are mostly males
(age 2-8) and the ages 10 and greater are mostly females. The data is representative of the
behavior of the fish, capturing mostly males. The CPUE provides a decent relative abundance at
age, but it is not doing a good job of characterizing the spawning stock survey.

Virginia Pound Net Survey (Phil Sadler)

Since 1991, Virginia Marine Institute of Science has conducted the Viginia pound net
survey. The pound net survey takes place on the striped bass spawning grounds in the
Rappahannock River between river miles 44-47. VIMS has the option of sampling up to four
commercial nets. The upper and lower nets are used for this survey and the middle nets are used
for tagging. VIMS alternates sampling between the upper and lower nets. The sampling occurs
from March 30 to May 3, when the females are on the spawning ground. The pound nets are
checked twice a week, but are fishing constantly. When the samples are collected, the fish are
sexed and measured, scales are taken from every fish, and a subsample of otoliths.

The sex ratio in the catch tends to be two males to every female. The females captured in
the survey are generally ages 4 and older and males are age 3 and older. There appears to be no
bias in net catchability.
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There are several periods where no fish were caught. By averaging the CPUE data, the
estimate is low. To eliminate the zero effect, VIMS could graph CPUE by date and determine
the area under the curve.

The Workshop participants had a lengthy discussion on the Virginia pound net survey
because it is an example of a survey that was removed in recent stock assessment due to poor
performance in the VPA. The Virginia pound net survey provides an estimate of catch in the
commercial fishery. If a variance is estimated, it is not an estimate of the striped bass abundance
rather it is the variance for the commercial catch. The workshop participants suggested several
ways to evaluate the survey. Local juvenile surveys can be used for validation. A longitudinal
catch curve can also be applied to investigate year effects, specifically to detect downward
trends. The catch curves explain how often the striped bass are seen and if the patterns are
explainable. VIMS should also examine the temporal window and the spatial window to
evaluate the survey design.

NEFSC Trawl Survey (Gary Shepherd)

The NEFSC trawl survey uses a stratified random design and assumes that time is
irrelevant. The index samples fish from Nova Scotia to North Carolina. It is an eight-week
cruise, completed in four two-week legs. Fishing occurs 24 hours per day. The survey did not
really start to encounter striped bass until 1991. The survey has shown a general upward trend
since 1990. The catch distribution tends to very from year to year and the sizes encountered are
also variable.

The NEFSC trawl survey data would be a good candidate for an age-specific index. An
age-length key from the New Jersey March-April gillnet survey could be applied to the NEFSC
samples. The NEFSC survey is important because it is the only survey to cover the range of the
coastal migratory stock. For a good index, the NEFSC would need 400 ageing samples. The fish
are encountered in different locations in different years. So the appropriate key needs to applied
to the samples. For the fish encountered in the southern range, an age-length key could be
derived from the North Carolina Cooperative Cruise.

VPA Output Compared to the Indices

The group reviewed the ADAPT VPA output from last year’s assessment to each of the
indices reviewed during the workshop. The VPA predicted the indices very well when there
weren’t many striped bass. As the stock increased, the variance went up with the mean. If one of
the criteria for inclusion was the index